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Celeste Bocchicchio

1735 Merrill Rd
Kent, Oh 44240

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI toc conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement o Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-rup around
Congress. Lawnakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caliect infaormation between saurces Tike phone campanies and data
sources like e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Celeste Boacchicchio
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#dchal Kapoaor

2600 2nd Ave. #520
Seattle, WA 38121

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beliesve this requirement is necessary., Llongstanding laws already
requira Internet Service Froviders and Internet teiephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring ali
new homes be bujlt with a peephole for law enfarcement to Took thraough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisyes or
even rogque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yaur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

#chal Kapoor
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Penny Andrews

2274 Uphoff Rd
Cottage Grove, WI 53527

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Cchajirman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built~in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and datas
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents tc access our persanal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugaestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I laook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Penny Andrews
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Stephen Masjoan

503 W. 26th Avenue
Spokanhe, Wa 33203

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing ta express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to caonduct surveillance. The F8I is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actuaily build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government reguiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmatian between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
ewven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that sur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephen A. Masjoan
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Stewart Stout

801 12th st
Sparks, NV 89431

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street S¥

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of JTustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not helieye this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
nowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The F8I s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bynass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requirinc a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal commupnications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdsor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Ohnce again, I urge yau to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stewart Stout
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Agnes Keiser

222 Jefferson Court
Quakertown, PA 18551

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Interpet communication services be
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
reguire Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enfercement to look rhrough.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents ah end-run around
Ccongress. Lawmakers. after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

fdgnes Keiser
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Kathy Bartley

105 Shadywood Lane
Streamwood, IL 80107

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajirman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do hot believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyaond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring alil
new haomes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access ocur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet caommunication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I look farward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathy Bartley
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Rabin Cook

23-17 35th St. #4
Astoria. NY 11105

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 412th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my copposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to lecok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after sxtensive deliherations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI canr callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communicaticns. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoar access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urde you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I laok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robin E. Cook
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Lois and Cerald Moss

3101 Barrington Ave
Los Angeles, CA 30066

March 18, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I da not helieve this requirement is necessary. Lonastanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is gaing far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications, past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nhot been successful ang
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lois and Gerald Moss
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Phil Okerlund
1010 E. Forest
Muskegon, MI 49442

March 18, 2004

FCC Chaijrman Michae)l Powell
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Departmant of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the ¥BI te conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to laok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources J]ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to ocppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Phil Okerlund
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Jeremy Geary

6334 Meadowhrook Blwd
St Leouis Park, MN 55428

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do nct believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephong companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the esquivalent of the government requiring all
rnew homes be built with a peephele for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
aven rogue government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolcgies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 Jaok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Ceary
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Ken and Donna Broadbent

22 The {rossings
Paw Paw, WY 25434

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies ta allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring atl
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI ¢ agqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our sersonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

once again, I urge vyou to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Donna and Ken Broadbent
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Rhonda Fabert

1100 Arthur St. HES
Towa City, IA 52240

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweli:

4s a concerned individual, I am writing te gxpress my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arocund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an encd-run arcund
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect infarmaticn hetween sources Yike phane companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and esxpansive reading of the Jaw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal cemmunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Fahert
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Gianni Rocco

P.0O. Baox 1530
Burbank, CA 31507

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications.  Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Senator Ashcroft once stated back in 1396 that the internet should be open and
free from federal regulation. Mow he wants to let Big Brother spy on the
people. This is not America. Pleass do not let this hil) pass. The future of
American Fresdom depends on individual l1ibertyl!l

Sincerely,

Cianni Ro<co Ph.D.
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Gerald Hudson

203 Felicia Avenue
Fearsan. GA 31E42

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communicaticns Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communicatiaon services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephsne companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent c¢f the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after esxtensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between scurces 1ike phene companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a mastar key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to ac<¢ess our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gerald A. Hudson
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Leonard B. Chandler

733 Jasper St
San Jose, CA 95116

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fAs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBT to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eqguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process te alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perschal communications. Past
efforts ta pravide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technoiogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

leanard B. Chandler
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Patrick Buck

209 Lakeshore Drive #HH4
Lexington, KY 40302

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Caommunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justic<e s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enfarcement to l1gok through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even roque government agents to access our personal communrications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technelogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward te hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patrick L. Buck
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Richard Parker

105 Clen Oaks Drive
Bakersfield, CA 93309

Mar<h 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring ai)l
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween scurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the 1aw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key te our personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to accese our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort af backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Parker
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Marilyn Marse

3575 Mill St
Eugene, Oregan 37405

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetweesn sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real poteptial for hackers and thieves ar
even rogug government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Marse
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Pat {4 Respect) True

2643 01d San Jose Rd.
Soquel, CA 95073

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel!
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DBC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

In the words of Benjamin Franklin, one of the few Founding Fathaers who nejther
awned slaves nor condened slavery, "They that can give up essential Tiberty to

obtain a little temporary safety deserve neither liberty por safety.’
PR R EE R R EE TR

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBT can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavarnment agents to access our personal communications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Oonce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patrick (Time 4 Global Respect) True
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Richard Heinlein

16th
Oakbrook Terrace, IT 60181

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s acgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoer access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge you tao oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Richard Heinlein
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dave vanderkloot

1330 S. State St. #1014
Chicago, IL B0OGOS

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Mjchael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond thess existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gaovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent cof the government requiring al}
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cf the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal cammunications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

dave vanderkloot
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Ann Hardt

2625 E. Southern Ave, C-23
Tempe, AZ 85282

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 205454

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock thraough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Hardt
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ane pfeiffer

2100 Factory Rd
A1bany, Ohic 45710

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, T am writing to express my oppositien toc the.
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al]
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FEI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts cn this matter.

Sincerely,

Jane Pfeiffer
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Martha Koester

10015 Second Ave S
Seattle, WA 98168

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Poweli:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the sguivalent of the government reguiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

This is not a soluticon to terrorism at at all! The information to prevent 3-11
was already in the system, and the FBI and other agencies were unable to find
the needle in the haystack. Wwhat you are doing with this ridiculous request is
saying that what we really need to solve the problem is at least a hundred
million more tans cf hay. W®what are you thinking here?

Sincerely,

Martha Koester



